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DETAILED ACTION 

This is the initial response to the office action filled July 7, 2003. Claims 1-22 are 
pending and are considered below. 



Oath/Declaration 

The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

It does not identify the citizenship of each inventor, and it does not identify the 
mailing address of each inventor. A mailing address is an address at which an 
inventor customarily receives his or her mall and may be either a home or 
business address. The mailing address should include the ZIP Code 
designation. The mailing address may be provided in an application data sheet 
or a supplemental oath or declaration. See 37 CFR 1.63(c) and 37 CFR 1.76. 



Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because in the title the phrase 
"[Insert title of invention]" appears before the title. The examiner considers this a 
typographical error. 

Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The title of 
the description also includes the phrase "[Insert title of InventionJ", which should be 
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removed. In addition, there are numerous spelling mistakes. For example page 1, 
section 2, the 5^*^ sentence should read "A" not "I". In the same sentence "language" 
should read "languages". On Page 2, "are" should be "of. These are only a few 
examples therefore the applicant Is encouraged to review the remaining specification 
and correct additional errors. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01 . 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: On page 1 0 of the specification, there is reference to Web site 1 00 sample 
and main web page 200, however neither are indicated in Figure 2. Corrected drawing 
sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to 
avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
Include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner. 
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the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-22 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claims 1-22 
each have a label "[c1], [c2], etc" in front of each claim. The examiner considers this 
improper numbering of claims. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 2 recites "The process according to claim 1", however, the preamble to 
claim 1 recites "A system". This is an improper transition from one statutory category to 
another, which the examiner also considers a typographical error. Applicant is 
encouraged to amend claim 1 as a process claim, or amend claims 2-22 as system 
claims. The examiner interprets claim 1 as a process, this interpretation used through 
the remainder of this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1.2,4,6,7,10-13,14,15,17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Flanagan (6,292,769). 

As per claim 1, Flanagan discloses a system for translation on the Internet comprising: 
a plurality of translation methods (column 6 lines 14-19, typed text or spoken 
communications are translated)] and for a plurality of languages (column 6 lines 37-41). 

As per claim 2, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 which includes the 
steps of having a user access the system through an Internet connection method 
(column 2 lines 23-27, Users communicate with an online system, therefore it is 
inherent that the user uses an internet connection). 

As per claim 4, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 in which includes 
the steps of having real-time transaction (column 7 lines 1-5, real-time conference). 

As per claim 6, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 in which includes 
the steps of having an item translated (column 3 lines 60-63). 
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As per claim 7, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 6 in which said item 
is a document (column 2 lines 38-42, textual data is translated). 

As per claim 10, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 6 in which said 
item is an audio message (column 3 lines 60-63, the audio input from a microphone is 
translated). 

As per claim 1 1 , Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 6 in which said 
item is an E-mail (column 6 lines 50-53). 

As per claim 12, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 6 in which said 
item is an E-mail and said E-mail is forwarded to the recipient (column 6 lines 14-35 and 
lines 50-53, e-ma/7 communications are processed using the same services, i.e. a 
communication is sent from a user to the processing system, then delivered to a 
participant)). 

As per claim 13, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 6 in which said 
item is a chat room (column 2 lines 42-45, machine translation for speech-to-speech 
online chat). 
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As per claim 14, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 which includes 
the step of having the system communicates to the user using a communication method 
(column 4 lines 6-15, the audio of the translated message is output through the 
microphone while the translated text is displayed in the screen). 

As per claim 15, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 14 where said 
communication method is E-mail (column 6 lines 50-53, An e-mail message is 
translated and delivered to a user, or communicated to the user). 

As per claim 17, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 14 where said 
communication method is a chat room (column 4 lines 6-15, the audio of the translated 
message is output through the microphone while the translated text is displayed in the 
screen). 

As per claim 18, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 14 where said 
communication method is a messenger system (column 4 lines 62-67). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3,5,8,9,16 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Flanagan in view of Amith (6,363,337). 

As per claim 3, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 , as well as 
computer translation software (column 6 lines 48-50). However, Flanagan does not 
disclose a translation method that includes human translators. Amith discloses that 
often times results from machine translation software need to be checked for 
recognition errors (column 1 lines 57-64). Amith discloses a system for translating data 
into different human languages, and into different data formats. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to use human translators in Flanagan, since the human translators 
would correct recognition errors which are common to machine translation software due 
to the complexity and irregularities of human languages, as indicated in Amith (column 
1 lines 67-64). 

As per claim 5, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 , but does not 
disclose the steps of having a plurality of advertisements on the system web site. Amith 
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discloses a system that translates data into different types of communication formats, 
including web pages (column 3 lines 38-41 ). In addition, Amith discloses that it is 
important to advertise consumer goods in multiple languages, especially for electronic 
mediated commerce (column 1 lines 10-15). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have a plurality of advertisements on the system website in 
Flanagan, in order to provide services to consumers of many nationalities, as indicated 
in Amith (column 1 lines 10-18). 

As per claim 8, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 6, but does not 
disclose translating an advertisement. Amith discloses a system that translates data 
into different types of communication formats, including web pages (column 3 lines 38- 
41 ). In addition, Amitii discloses that it is important to advertise consumer goods in 
multiple languages, especially for electronic mediated commerce (column 1 lines 10- 
15). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have a plurality of advertisements on the system website in 
Flanagan, in order to provide services to consumers of many nationalities, as indicated 
in Amith (column 1 lines 10-18). 

As per claim 9, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 6, but does not 
disclose translating a video. Amith discloses a system that translates data into different 
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types of communication formats, including, for example, web pages, e-mail and voice 
data (column 3 lines 38-41). In addition, Amith discloses that video stream data is 
displayed through a web page (column 4 lines 55-56). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to translate a video in Flanagan, since it is an additional means to 
provide advertisements to consumers from many different nationalities. 

As per claim 9, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 14, but does not 
disclose that the communication method is the telephone. Amith discloses a system 
that translates data into different types of communication formats, including, for 
example, web pages, e-mail and voice data (column 3 lines 38-41). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have the system communicate with the user through a telephone in 
Flanagan, since it would enable the system to translate voice messages, and provide 
them to the user though the phone, as well as enable the user to submit voice data 
through an automated service, and have the data sent through facsimile or e-mail, as 
indicated in Amith (column 2 lines 12-19). 

As per claim 21 , Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 , but does not 
explicitly state including the step of notifying the human translators when an item is 
available for translation. Amith discloses that often times results from machine 
translation software need to be checked for recognition errors (column 1 lines 57-64). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include the step of notifying a human translator when an item in 
available for translation in Flanagan, in order to enable timely translation or quick 
review of a software translation. 

Claims 19,29 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Flanagan in view oi Aityan (2002/0169592). 

As per claims 19 and 20, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1, but 
does not disclose the step of having a ratings system for said translators, where said 
translation method include professional and amateur translators. Aityan discloses a 
system the automatically or manually selects online translation services based on the 
evaluation of that service for a particular theme or language ([0023] and [0024]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have a rating system for translators, which were professional or 
amateur translators in Flanagan, since it would enable the system to choose the 
highest quality translation for a particular communication, as indicated in Aityan 
(Abstract). 

As per claim 22, Flanagan discloses the process according to claim 1 , but does not 
explicitly state the step of having the system point to another website. Aityan discloses 
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a system that chooses translation engines from a list of online translation engines 
([0023]. Aityan also discloses that different engines can be used for translation into 
different languages ([0023]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have the system point to another website in Flanagan, since it would 
enable the system to choose a particular translation engine, which would provide the 
highest quality translation for a particular communication, as indicated in Aityan 
(Abstract). 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Ito (5, 140,522) discloses a system that performs machine translation on 
previously translated documents. 

• Miyahira (2001/0054086) discloses a system to perform various machine 
translation function on a web browser. 

• Flanagan (6,339,754) discloses a system for translation of messages in an 
online chat. 

• Redpath (6,347,316) discloses a system to provide the most accurate 
translation to a user in a client-server environment. 

• McGee (2003/01 4491 2) discloses a system that enable users of different 
languages to communicate and negotiate business transactions. 

• Scanian (6,857,022) discloses a system to order machine translations 
online. 

• Flanagan (6,993,471 ) discloses a multilingual browser. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dorothy Sarah Siedler whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1067. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 9:30am-5:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571-272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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